BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOAR) OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
STATE OF CALIFCRNIA

In the Matter of the Actcusation and

Petition to Revoke Probation Against:
STANLEY CEDAR, M.D. , Case No. D-2092
2510 Webster Avenue, Suite 22 ) n 49533
Berkeley, California
License No. G-11264,

Recgpondent.

STAY_ORDER

Based on respondent's request for additional time to
prepare and file a petition for reconsideration, the Division
of Medical Quality hereby orders a stay of execution of its
Decision dated May 24, 1978, efflective June 23, 1978, for a

period until July 14, 1978, upon the express condition that
respondent sha not treat patients or otherwise practice

medicine during this stay period. '

DATED: June 21, 1978

DIVIS;QN OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANUL

. /
v v

Chief of Enforcement

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MATL

I declare under penalty of perjury that I mailed a copy of
this order to the respondent, his attorney and the complainant's
attorney at their addresses f racord, on __June 22, 1978

DATED: June 22, 1970

FI;:Jw N mdﬁl.

ONALD A. LUND
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SEFCRF, THE pIVISYON OF MEDICAL QUALITY

BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE

STATE OF CALLFORNIA

Ir the Matter of the Rccusation and
Petition to Revoke probation Against:

STANLEY CEDAR, M.D.
2510 Webster Avenue, Suite 22

Berkeley, Ccalifornia

i
)
\
: ’
License No. G-11264,
Respondent.
\

Case ido. D-2092

N-10531

PR

DECTSION

The attached proposed Decision of the Administrative Law

Judge 18 hereby adopted by the Board of Medical Quallty ___
its _ Decision in the

= T g .

ASsSUrance as

above-entitled matter.
June 23, 1978

' This Decision shall become effective on

IT IS SO ORDERED _ May 2l, 1978 _.

- T v e m—rz T

2

MICHAEL J. CARH
- gecretavy-Treasurer

OAH 15 (Rev. 6/76)
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PEFORE THE DJVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation and
Petition to Reveke Probation Agailnst:
STANLEY CEDAR, M.D.

2510 Wehster Avenue, Suite 22
Berkueley, California .

No. D-2092

N-10531
Licertse No. G-11264,

Respoundent.

PROPOSED DECYSION

This matter came for hearing before George R. Coan,
Administrative Law Judge, State of California, Nffice of
Admini strative Hearlngs, on March 1, 1978, n San Francisco,
California.

John Barsell, Deputy Attorney General, represented
the Division of Medical Quality.

Respondent was present and represented by his attorney,
Richard Duane.

On March 13, 1978, aa additional letter was received
from respondent and incorporated into BExhibit A. The matter
was then surmitted, aad the following decision is proposed,
certified, and recommended for adoption:

- PINDINGS QOF FACT

I

Robert Rowland made the accusation in his official
capacity as the Executive Director of the Board of Medical
Quality Assurance of the State of California.

IX

On September 29, 1965, respondent Stanley Cedar was
issued Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate Jo. G-11264.

-1-
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CAUSE FOR DISCIFLINARY ACTION
IIX

On or about April 27, 1977, Deborah Ann Cummugn ,

seven months pregnant, professionally engaged respondent, an
OB-GYN specialist, for medical services in conrnection with her
pregnancy. Said patient was taken to.an examination room hy a
nurse who told said patient that she would not have to remove her
clothes for this particular examination. Respondent thereafter
entered the examination room and in the course of examining said
patient without the presence of a female attendant, pulled down the
patient's pants and underwear and began to rub on top of the
patient's vagina. Respondent then pulled said patient's pants

and underwear completely down her legs and inserted his finger
into her vagina. Respondent then told said patient to roll her
hips while his rolled his finger around in her vagina. Respondent
then pluced his other hand under salid patient's buttocks and

began to move sald patient's hips. Respondent continued to
attempt and did engage in further sexual acts with said vatcient

without her consent.

Iv

Effective February 25, 1975, respondent's certificate
to practice medicine was revoked. A copy of the Urder of Revocation
is attached as Exhibit A to Txhikit 1, and by this re:erence
incorporated herecin. '

: By a Decision effective May 28, 1¢76, respondent's
certificate to practice medicine was restornd on the condition
that respondent be placed on five years! probation. A copy of
the Oriler of Restoration is attached as Exhibit B to Exhibit 1,
and by this reference made a part herecf.

CAUSE TU TERMINATE PROBATION
v

The Order restorihg respondent's certificate and placing
him on probation for a period of five ycars included the following
conditions:

2. “Respondent shall not conduct an_’ physical examination
of or in any way treat any female patient wi thout
a female attendant heing preseat at all times
during such examination and treatment."

5. "Respondent shall comply with all the laws of the
United States and of the State of California and
its political subdivisions and all rulees and
regulations relating to the practice of medicine
in the State of california."

—2-
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The facte found in Finding III above establish respondent
has vioclated the above terms of probation.

VI

Responcent introduced evidence establishing the following:

1. In the opinion of his peers, he 1ls racognized as one
cf the most capable OB-GYN dacters in the Bast Bay. They also
recogrize him as being & highly qualified and able surgwvol.

2. His patients have a high regard for his abillty
as a doctor and have great respect for him as a human being who
genuinely .cares for tke well-belng of his patients. Ilis ability
and his manner eangenders great confldence in hls patients.

3., He has made nimself readlily available to patients
at all hours of the day and night and is frequently called in hy
the Emergency Room at Alta Bates Hospital to assist the emergency
room doctors. For the past 18 monihs, he has volunteered his
services at a free clinic in Oakland, No other doctor in OB-GYN
lhas volunteered his services to that clinic.

4. During the pericd of time his license was revoked,
his Wew York license was valid and undisciplined, He did not
practice in dew York, but volunteered his services as a medical
wissionary in the Caribbean and in Honduras, Cenlral’ Awerica.

5. Aafter bis California license was restored, his
New York license was revoked.

6. After the episode set forth in Findinag I1I, he decided
to close out his private practice and had done so prior to his
welng served with the Accusatien.

7. He underwent psychotherapy in accordance with the
terms and conditions of the Order of Restoration until September
1, 1976, when his paychiatrist discharged him as no lohger
requiring further treatment.

He has now resumed psychiatric treatwment from a
diffevent doctor.

6. He now.-has no nrivate patients but does contribute
his time to the free clinic and has heen assisting in surgeries.

e e s ——— b s b,

9. He no longer feels that it ls appropriate for him
to be ia private practice and he is interested in attending tbe
Sechool of Public Health, at UC Berkeley, where ne will concentrate .
on administration and planning. He must be licensed to be eligible !
for admittance to the Public Health School.

-3
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10. He is divorced and supporting his two soas. He is
now engaged.

' 11. He received his M.D. degree from New York University
in 1956 and did his residency ina 05~CYN in the Freach Hospital in
Yew York between 1957 and 1860. He was licensed as a physician
ia New York in 1955 and received his California certificate in
September, 1965. After one year of private practice in New York,
he came to California in 1966 and has heen in private practice
since that time except for the period when his li.cense was under
revocation.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

I

From the facts found in Finding IIT, respondent has
commi tted an act of gross immorallity and an act invnlving moral
turpitude, which are unorofesslonal cenduct pursuant to Business
and Professions Code Sections 2361(e) ~and 2361(f), and grounds
for disciplinary actlon pursuant to Business and Professions
Code Sections 2360 and 2361.

IX
From the facts found in FindingsIII and V, respondent
has violated the terms and conditions of the Order restoring
his revoked certicficsate, dated May 28, 1976, which is grounds
for terminating his probation and revoking his certificate.
ORDER
I

on the Accusation, certificate No. G-11264, issued to
Stanley Cedar, M.D., is revoked. :

I

on the Cause to Terminate srobation, dated May 28, 1976,
probation is terminated and certificzte No. G-11264, issued to
Stanley Cedar, M.D., is revoked.

oaten: pnck, /y-/97F

jsorge/R. Coan ]
Administrative Law Judge

GRC:nap
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EVELLE J, YOUNCZR, Attorney Gencral
of the State of California

R. RICHARD /RNOLD

Deputy Attorney General

6000 State Bullding

San Franclsco, CA 94102

Telephune: (4L5) $557-1339

Attornays for Comp.ainant

BIiFORE THE DIVISION OF MENICAL QUALITY
HOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

@ ~N o O s G B -

\

NO. D-2092

ACCUSATION AND
PETITION TO
REVOKLE PROBATIOW

In the Matter of the Accusatlion and
potition to Revoke Probation Against:

. }
STANLEY GEDAR, M.D. , ;
2510 Webster Avenue, Suite #22
Serkeley, California §
)

Licenac No. G~11264

Kespond snt.,

Complaint, Kobevt Rowlard alleges that:

1. le 48 the Exceutive Director of the DBoard of
Medical Quality Assurance of the State of Cu)M fornia (hereinafter
Yppard") and wakes and files this accusation and petition to '
revoke probation in his official capacity as such and not othexwisc

2. On or about Jeptembnr 23, 1965, respondent Scanley
Cedar (hereinafter "respondent') was issued physician's and
gurgeon's cortlficate No. G-11264 by the Boaxd,

3. Respondent's prior record of disciplinary actiona
in procecdings before the loard is alleged terdin to be considercl
solely, along with ethor ~uwrtinent factorvs, in the deten inatiou
of penalty, 1iF any, which is to bo imposed in thesn procecdings on
the accusation; that respondenl lus Lhe fuiiowing revord of dis-

ciplinary action before the Board:

(/7
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A,

vospondent's certificate to practico mediclne was revoked, that

By a docision c¢ffoctive Fabruary 27, 1975,

atty+hed hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit “A" {5 a true
and correct copy of the Heaxd's docision. V

B. By a decislon effective May 28, 1976,
respondeat's cortificate to practice medicine was restored subject
to certain tuevws aud Eunditiuus: rhat attached heveto aud incorpo-
rated hereln as Exhibfit “B" is a trus and correct copy of tho
Board's decision.

CAUSE FOR_DISCTPLINARY. ACTION

4. Suctions 2360 and 2361 of ihe Buainess and
Prefesslons Code provide, in part, that the Board shall take
disciplinary action against holders of certificates for unprofes-
sional conduct. *

5. Section 2361 of sald Code provides, in part, tha:
unprofessional conduct 1ncludus violating or ;ttempting to
violate, directly or indirectly, ox assisting in or abetting the
violation of, or conspirivg to violate, any provision or éerm
of this chnpcuf (Business and Professions Code §52000 ¢t seq.)

6. Section 2361(e) of suid Code bruvides thnt £ross
tumorality constitutes hnprofnssiunul conduet

7. Section 2361(F) of said Code provides, in part,
that the commission of auy act involving woral turpitude constitut
unprofeygionsl conduct.,

8.

ant to sections 2360 ond 2361 of tho Business and Professiovas Code

Respondent is subject to disciplinacy sction pursu-

i in that sald vaspondent has violated sections 2361(e) and 2361(f)-

of sald Code a3 follows:
On or aboul Aprii 27, 1977, Deborah Ann C“.
seven months prognant, professionally engaged respondent, an

OB~GYN spocialisi, for medienl services in comnmetion with her

2.
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pragunancy. Said patient was taken to an cxemination room by &-
nurse who told sald patient that she wouid not have to remova hexr
cothes for this particular exawination, Respondent thercalter

entered the exmrinatlon room and in the course of examining sald

patient without :hn presence ol a female attandant, pulled down the

patient's vauis and underwear and began to rub on top of toe
patient's vagina. Respondent then pulled sald patient's pants
and ‘arwoar completeiy duwn her legs and inserted his finger
into .ar vagina. Respendent then told said putlent to voll ber
hips while he volled his Iinger around in her vagina. Respondent
chen placed hiy other hand under sald patient's buttocks and f
bepan to move sald pationt's hiﬁs. Respondent continued to
attompt and did engage ln further noxual acts with sgid patient
without her counsent.

"CAUSE 'TO ‘TERMINATE PROBATLON

9. Gonditions Nos. 2 and 5 of respondent's probation

ag set forch in Exhibit "B" sve dncorporated herewith as s
fully set forth herein.

10. Respondent has vielated the terms and conditions
of his probation incorporated by reference hereinabave in phra-
graph 9 «s follows: ‘

By rcason of thz watters alleged hercinabove in
paragraph 8 ruspondent has viclated condltions Nos. 2 and 5 of
his probatiun.

WHEREFORE, complainant prays that the Board hold a
hearing on the mattors alleged herein and following sald hoaring
iysue a devision:

1. Suspending or vevoicing the physlcian's and
surgeon's ceitificate issued to vespondont;

2, Prvoking respondent's probation;

/!
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3. Taking such other and further gcuiun an the

Hoard deemd propéix.

>
/

7
77 )
DATED: October 23, 1977 %%ﬁrﬁ Wl

Executive Directer
Board of Medical Quiulty Apsurance
State of Callfornia

Complalnant

T
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA?
1In the Matter of the Accusation

2510 Webster Avenue, Suite #22
Berkeley, California
License No. G-11264

N 4490

Respondent.

against
STANLEY CEDAR, M.D. NO, D-1500
;
)
E

DECISION

The attached Proposed Decision of the Hearing Officer is
hereby adopted by the _ Board of Medical Examiners

as its Dacision in the above-entitled matter,

This Declsion shall become effective on _yphryapy 27, 1935 .

IT IS SO ORDERED _ Japuary 28. 1975 .

BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINEHS

.4zc1 4KC7Z£;424;m¢%ﬂ/449
B 174

Secretary-Treasurer

RS ARV LLLOTN. o e




BEFORE THE BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINERS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation

against
STANLEY CEDAR, M.D. NO. D-1500
2510 Webster Avenue, Suite #22
Berkeley, California N 4490
License No. G-11264 .

Respoudent.

PROPOSED DECISION

The above-entitled matter came on regularly for hearing
upon an Accusation before George R. Coan, Hearing Officer, Office
of Administrative Hearings, at San Francisco, California, on Novem-
ber 6, 1974. C. Grogan-Beall, Deputy Attorney General, represented
the Board of Medical Examiners of the State of California. Respond-
ant appeared in person without representation. Evidence both oral
and documentary was introduced and the matter was éubmitted. on
November 8, 1974, respondent employed an attorney, Arthur J. Shartsis,
and said attorney made a motion to set asido the submission of the
matter for the purpose of his making an oral argument on behalf of
respondent., Said motion was granted by the Hearing Officer angd oral
argument was made by both parties un Yovemberx 8, 1974, Thereafter,
the matter was again submitted and the hearing cleused. After due
consideration, the Hearing Officer makes the followlng £indings of

fact:




1
Raymond Reid made the Accusation in his offlcial capacity
a5 the Executive Secretary of the Board of Medical Examj.ners of the
State of Califernia.
IX
on or about September 28, 29, 1965, the Board issued to
Stanley Cedar, M.D., Licente No. G-11264. Satd license is and was
in full force and effect at all times mentioned herein. '

III

on or about July 5, 1973, respondent was visited in his

office at 2510 Webster Sireet, Berkeley, by his patient Sarzh
Lorraine AM@imsk. During tha course of performing a prenatal
examination of Ms. AmianEES, respondent attempted to engage and
did engage in sexual acts with said patient without her consent.
v '

On or about May 25, 1973, rezpondent was visited in his
of fice by his patient Carolyn SWsllk. During the course of ex-
amining Ms. Sum——_, respondent did attempt to engage énd did engage
in sexunal acts with the patient without her consent. While she was
being given a pelvic examination, respondent placed his handé on her
pubic area and instructed her to move her hips in a circular motien.
Respondent leaned his body over hers .to that the lower part of her -
body and his body was moved in a circular motion in time with hers.
This lasted for approximately five minutes.  During this time, re-

spondent unzipped his pants for a moment.




v

Oon or about May 4, 1972, and on or about TJune 26, 1972,
respondent was visited in his office by his patient Jane Camp, an
undercover.operator working for the Divielon of Investigation of
the Department of Consumer Affairs. During the course of examining
My. Camp, respondent did engage in sexual acts with the patient
without her consent. During the course of the examination on
May 4, 1972, while performing a pelvic examination with his fingers
inside her vagina; he used znother finger to¢ wassage her clitoris.

This lasted less than f£ive minutes. On June 26, 1972, while she

was being given another pelvic examination, lying on her hack on
the examinatioh table with her feet in the stirrups, respondent
placed one hand on her buttocks. He asked her to move hér hiips
np and down. At the same time, his'lower body was pressing against
'her lower body. This lasted for approximatcly two minuvtes.

VI

On or about September 20, 1971, respondent was visited

in his office by his patient Linda P@EESRs. During the course of

examining Ms. Pqillem, respondent attempted to engage and did en-
gage in sexual acts with the patient without ner consent. . Respond-
ent gave her a pelvic examination and, while she was lying on her
back with her rfeet in the stirrups of the examination table, he
placed one hand on her buttocks and the other hand on her pubic

area and instructed her to move her hips up and down while he

pressed his lower body against her lower body. This lasted ap-
proximately two minutes. Respondent's nurse was not ’n the

examination room at the time.

T WL 2 ix o s e e
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VII
Respondent introduced evidence which established the
following:
1. He graduated from Naw York University Medical School
in 1956, completed his'iﬁternship at Meadowbrook Hospital. in New

York State and his residency in gynecology at the French Hospital

in Hew York. Hé was licensed as 2 physician in New York in 19857.

He is a Diplomate of the American Board of Obstetricians and

Gynecologisté.

2. He was on military duty with the United States Air

Force between 1960 and 1962, and practiced i. ilew York from 162
tov 1965. In 1966 he moved to California and started a private
practice in Berkeley. He was licensed in California in 1985.

"3, He is a member of the County Medical Society, the
American Medical hssociation and thé California Medical Associa~
tion. He has hospital privileges.at Rexrrick and Alfa Bates
Hospitals.

4. He was divorced in 1972 and has tﬁo minor sons.

€. In condiucting each of the exaninations referred to

above, respondent admitted *hat he knowilngly engaged in a form

of sexual activity which went beyond the proprieties of a proper
medical examination. He admits that he has had what he describes
ags "inappropriate sexuality," x "neurosis involving sexual be-
havior." He has had many hours of psychiatric counseling, but
stopped wheﬁ he felt he could no lcnger get along with the psychia-

trist. He believes that he might benefit from psychiatric treatment
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put claims that he is now able to control his_inappropriate sexual
responses when exanining patienta.

6. He has a very active practice in the field of obstetrics
and gyrecology. During the seven months bétween April 1 and Novem-
ber 1, 1974, hc has had 2,142 pstient-vislits in his office, hKas
delivered 43 babies, and conducted 95 surgical procedures in hos-
pitals, 29 of which were major operations. Some of his patienté

have a high regard and trust for him as a physician.

w ok ok kW

Pursuant to the foregoing findings of fact, the Hearing

Officer makes the following determination of the issues presented:

on the facts found in Mindings IiI, IV, V and VI each
separately considered, respondent has comnitted aéts of gross
immorality pursuant to-Businass and Professions Code Section 2361(4d)
and has committed acts involving moral turpitude pursuant to Business
and Professions Code Section 236l(e¢), both of which constitute unpro-
fessional conédluct pursuant to Pusinesgs and Proiessions Code Section
2361 which is grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to Business

and Professions Code Section 2360.
* % % *

WHEREFORE, the Hearing Officer ploposes the following

License No. G-11264 heretofore issued to
Stanley Cedar, M.D., is reovoked.
I hereby certify that the fore-

going constitutes iy Proposed Decision in
the above-entitled matter as the result of




a hearing held before me at San Francicco,
Californla, on November 6, 1974, and I
hereby recommend its adoption as the de-
cision of the Board of Medical Examiners
of the State of Califormnia.

DATED: November 19, 1074

RO

AN, Hearing Officer




EVELLE J. YOUNGER =
Atkorioy General REDACTED

C. GROGAN=BEALYL

Desucy .A:mmei General
6000 Btexs Building

San Prancisco, CA 94102
Tolaphona: (415) 557-0427

Attormays fox
Board of Medical Examiners

BEFORE THE BOARD OF MET,LAL TKAMINIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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In the Matter of the Accusation .
L4
againnt No. p// JZ

STANLEY CEDAR, M.D.

%Slg &{nbnterlﬁvenu:. Suite #22 ACOUSATION
erkelay, California SATL
License Ko. G-11264 —

Reopondent.

Raymond Reid charges and alleges ao follows:
I
He is the Executive Secretary of the Boxrd of Madical
Examiners of the State of California end mnkes the charzes and
allegations contained horein in his official capacity and not
otherwisa.
I1
On or about .Sepember 28, 29, 1965 tha kuerd iswuad
to Stanley Cadex, M.D, License No. G-112(4. B8aid licenso ls
end wvas in full forca and offect at all times mantioned hersin,
FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
IIL
On or abaut July 5, 1973, vespondent was visites in

his office at 2510 debstar Street, ﬁerkol.ey, by his patient

e (. TR T | T e S e SO a4 =, P .




Sarah Lorreine A¢aim. Duf:l.ng tha course v performing a pro-

-~

natal oxamination of Ms, Afgheuas®, rospondent attemptad to cngage
and did engage in soxual acty with srid patient without her
consant.
v
-Respondent's conduct as alloged in paragraph 1II hexein
conotitutes Unprofesaional Conduct as defined by Business and

Profosslons Code section 2361(d) (grosy immorality) snd fecticn

W & N o OO e G D

2361(e) (offence involving woral turpitude). Said conduct is

thexnfora grounds for disciplinary actien pursuant to Business

-
- O

and Profenssions Code sections 2360 and 2361.
v

Pl v
[V I

Un or about May 25, 1973 respondent wao visited in hiw

-
IS

office by his patient Carolyn § .  During the courase of
oxamining Ms. SGENEEE:, vespondent did attempt to engage nnd did

-
V]

angage in soxual acets with the patient without her ccmsent.

vi

T
N o

Respondent's vonduct as alleged in paragraph V herein

[
-]

|
e natitutes Unprolesslunal Conduct Ay defined by Buniness and

I
o

Professions Code section 23%l, subsections (d) and (a), ond ir

03
o

thorefore grounds for disciplinary action against his license
pursuant to lBusinons and Profeesions Coda acctions 2360 and 2361.
< VII
On or nbout May &, 1972, respondent was visited ir hils
wffica by his patient Jano Camn) . During the course of oxamining
Mg, Camp, respondent did enpage in sexual acte with tha patient

without hex conrent,

V1I1
Respondent's conduct au alleyed in paragraph VIL harein
constitutes Unprofesslonal Conduct as defined by Buniness and

Profassions Code section 2361, subrections (d) and (o), snd ig

2.
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thexefore grounds for disciplinary acticn against his license
prrsuant to Businoss snd Profossions Code pectiona 236fy and
2361, '
. IX
On or abour November 20, 1971 respondent was visited
in bis office by Lis patient Linda Peuuiii®. During ﬁha aourga
of exazining Ms. Pquilll, respondent attewpted to augage and
did engnge in mexunl a:ts with the patient without her consent.
X
Respondent's conduct as allegoed in psragraph IX
horein constitutes Unprofessional Conduct as definod by
Businass and Professicns Cods saction 2361, subsections (d} and
(o), and iu thorafora grounds for disciplinaxy action pursuant
to Business end Profewvsions Code sections 2360 and 2301.
WHEREFO®F, it {8 prayed that a hearing bo held ard

that tha Bonrd talia whataver action iz just and proper.

DATED: 3// !“/1}’
7l Ay

U
Executive Secretary
Board of Medical Exeminars
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANOE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAJLRS
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Mattor ¢f the Patlibioa for
Restoration of Revcked Certificate

ofs
Potitiongr.

" No. D=1500

DECISION

The nbova-ontitled patitien came on regularly for hesring .
bofore 8 quorum of ths Board of Madioal Qualiﬁy Asourance of the
State of California with Jorome Schwimmer, Adm:!.nist_zrabivo‘ Law Judgo
of -the Office of Administrativo Hearings prosiding on May li, 1976,
at Loa Angoles, California, Stoven Kahn, Dapuby Attornoy Goneral,
appeared m; counsol for the Boarde Tho ps_sbit!.onar was porsonzlly
present and wvasd royrosentod by Arthur J. Shartsis, Attorney ab Law.
Oral and documentery ovidence was introducod and tho matter auiamibbed
for declelon, and the Board findo as followe:
' 1

_ "By Donision of the Hoard affectiva February 27, 1975,
" tha unrbi.l.'icneo. of potitioner Stanley Codar, M.D. to practice as

a pliyslolan and surgeon in t,ho' State of California was raevoked
pursuunt Go Sestion 2360 of tho Businoss nnl Profascions Code, in
conjunction with Suction 2361(d), based on the commissinn of acts

of grosy lwmorality, and Seotion 2361(u) of suid code, based on the
commisglon of acls :Ln'volv.tng moral turpltudo.

: ] R ¢ '
Potltdoner hao filed wlth the Board his petition dated

February 23, 1976 for rastoration of said revoked cortificato to
practica as a physician and surgocn ir. the State ol California.
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III

With dus regard to the best interen:s of tho people of the
State of Californin, petitioner nag satisfied the Board that he 15
prosently rehabilitated and fit to rosume. the practice of m.;d.tcina in
tha State of ca.ii.l'ornia., subjent to thoge mertain restrictive

conditions which ars hereinafter imposed.
KON N W )
“wrsuant to the forogoing findings of fact, the Board makas
the following dstnrmination of leoues: ’
I
) Pursuant t0 the provisions of S'ection 2376,5 of the Businesa
and Professions Coda, it is hereby dotermined that tbe petition
of Stanley Cedar,; MeDey applylng Jor rostoration of his revoked
cerb:l.ﬂ..cate to practico medicine and surgery in the State of California
should be restored, subject to the yestrictive provisions hureiraftor

impcesed.
“ M ¥ NN

WHEREF(;RE, THE FOLTOWING OPDER is hereby made:

The potition of Stanley Codar, M.D. applying for restoration
of his revoked certificate to practice medicine and surgery in the
State of California is hereby grantad; provided, however, that
petitioner, .herei.na.tbor reforred to as rospondent, is pleced on
probation to the Board for a period ol five (5) yee's upon the
following tevms and condivdions:

1. Respondernt shall cause Forthwith to be submitted to
the Soard a rcpa'rt by a psychiatrist or other physician approved
by tho Board attesting to respondent's fitnens to practicc as a
phyoician And surgeon. Respondent ghall be and rémun under thoe
care of a psychiatrist or cther plysician appruved by the Board
until such time as he shall have baan discharged by such phreivian
g8 no longer :l.n;need of treatmant. Respondent shall further czuso
peychiatric reports to bo submitted annuully to the Duard by such '
phy.a:l.cien antisfactory to tho Board. ’
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2. Respondent chall not, conduct any phyaicsl oxamination
of or in any way treat any fomale patiant without a famale attendant
i:einz present at all times during such examination and treatment.

3. Respordent shsll participate in an ongoing continuing
education program of not less than four (L) hours per week in the
area of human saxuslity, which program ohall in foyrm, content and
setting be satisfactory to the Board.

e Rospondent shall repor’ in person to the Board unnvally
at a regulnx- messing held in Los Angeles in each year of his said
pordod of probation,

5. Respondent shell comply with all laws of the Unitad
Stutes and of the State of California anmi its political subdivisions
and all rules and reguiat:lons ralating to the practica uf medicine
in tho State of California.

Upon ful compliance with the terms and conditions horein
set forth and upon the expiration of the period of probation, the
certificate of respondent to practice medicine and surgery shall be
restored to its full privilsges, provided, however, that in the evont
the respondent violates or falls to comply with any pr the terms and
conditions of this order, the Board after notice to respondent and an-
opportunity to be heard may teiainate said probation and revoke sald
cerbiﬁcute offective immediately or make such other order modifying.
or changing the terms of probation us it decms Just and reasonable
in :!.ee discretion.

This Decision shall become effective on the 2Bth day of

May , 1976. ' )
Dated this 20th_ day of __ Moy » 1976,

BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASHURANCE
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

) (g fQds

Sochtary- ensurnr
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